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REMARKS 

Applicants respectfully acknowledge allowance of claims 10, 12-18, 24, and 30. This 
Amendment amends claims 1,19, 25, and 26 and cancels claims 3 and 28. 

Claims 1, 4-9, 19, 20, 23, 26, and 28 were rejected as anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 
5,989,737 to Xie et al. ("Xie") and/or U.S. Patent No. 5,804,322 to Shi et al. ("Shi"). Claims 3, 
21, 22, 27, and 29 were objected to as dependent on a rejected base claim. The Office Action 
indicated that these claims would be allowable if rewritten in independent form. 

Amendments to the Claims 

Claims 1,19, and 26 have been amended to recite layers or materials that are hole or 
exciton blocking layers or materials. Applicants believe that this subject matter was indicated as 
allowable in the previous Office Action, and the claims are therefore allowable. 

In a response to Applicants' previous arguments, the Examiner asserted that " 'hole 
transport layers' ... are notoriously well known in the art to be synonymous with the term 
'electron blocking layer.'" Office Action at p. 5. Applicants respectfully disagree. A particular 
layer in a light emitting device may or may not block charge carriers based on the energy levels 
of the level relative to those of adjacent layers. However, to advance prosecution of this 
application Applicants have amended the claims as suggested in the Office Action. Applicants 
expressly reserve the right to pursue the canceled subject matter in a later application. 

35 U.S.C. §112 Rejection 

Claim 25 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 12, first paragraph. Applicants thank the 
Examiner for pointing out that electron blocking layers are not usually disposed between the 
emissive layer and the cathode. Claim 25 has been amended to recite an organic layer that is an 
electron blocking layer disposed between an organic layer and the anode (as opposed to the 

7 of 9 

DC0! 619993 vl 



Appl. No. 10/680,065 

Reply to Office Action of June 21, 2006 

cathode). Support for this amendment can be found at least at paragraph [0038] of the 
specification. Claim 25 complies with the requirements of §1 12, and withdrawal of the rejection 
and reconsideration is respectfully requested. 

35 U.S.C. § 102(b) Rejections 

Claims 1, 4-9, 19, 20, 23, 26 and 28 were rejected as anticipated by Xie and Shi. The 
Office Action indicated that claims 3, 27, 22 and 29 would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form. Claim 1 has been amended to incorporate the limitations of dependent claims 
3 and 22 on an "or" basis; claim 26 has been similarly amended to incorporate the limitations of 
claims 27 and 29. Applicants respectfully submit that claims 1 and 26 are therefore allowable. 
Although claim 19 did not have dependent claims that were indicated as allowable, it has been 
amended to incorporate limitations similar to those in claims 3 and 27, and should be allowable 
for the same reasons as those claims. Claims 4-9, 19, 20, 23 and 28 are allowable due to their 
dependence on claims 1, 19 or 26 for at least the same reasons. 

Objections 

Claims 3, 21, 22, 27 and 29 were objected to as dependent on a rejected base claim, but 
the Office Action indicated that these claims would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
form. As discussed above, the independent claims have been amended to include subject matter 
indicated as allowable. Specifically, the limitations of claims 3 and 22 have been incorporated 
into claim 1, and the limitations of claims 27 and 29 have been incorporated into claim 26. 
Claim 21 is allowable due to its dependence on claim 1 for at least the reasons discussed above. 
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Conclusion 



Based on the above remarks, Applicants believe the claims are in condition for 
allowance. The Commissioner is authorized to charge any fees or credit any overpayment to the 
deposit account of Kenyon & Kenyon LLP, Deposit Account No. 1 1-0600. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned to discuss any matter concerning this 



Date: August 2 1 , 2006 



KENYON & KENYON LLP 
1500 K Street, NW 
Washington D.C. 20005 
Direct Dial: (202)-220-4256 
Fax: (202)-220-4201 



application. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Aaron S Karalay 
Reg. No. 58,813 
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